REMARKS 

This application has been amended by canceling claims 1 and 5, rewriting 
claims 2, 4, 6 and 7, and adding new claim 9. Claims 2-4 and 6-9 remain in the 
application for reconsideration. 

The Examiner asserts that the oath/declaration is defective, alleging that it 
does not identify the citizenship or the city and state of residence of each 
inventor. The applicants respectfully disagree. In response to the original Notice 
of Missing Parts, the applicants provided a declaration in compliance with 37 
CFR 1 .67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date. A 
copy of that declaration is enclosed herewith. It is therefore believed that the 
declaration previously filed in this case is not defective, and it is requested that 
the Examiner withdraw this allegation. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1 and 5 under 35 (JSC 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by Johnson '914. Claims 1 and 5 have been cancelled. 

The Examiner rejected claims 4 and 8 under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Johnson '914 in view of Ryan et al. Claims 4 and 8 have been 
amended to depend from rewritten claim 2 and 6, respectively. Claims 4 and 8 
are therefore believed allowable. 

The Examiner objected to claims 2, 3, 6 and 7 as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim. Claims 2 and 6 have been rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claims and any intervening claims, and 
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are therefore believed allowable. Claims 3 and 7 depend from rewritten claims 2 
and 6 and are therefore believed allowable. 

New claim 9 is similar to rewritten claim 2, and includes a substantial 
portion of that claim. However, it is believed that claim 2, as rewritten, may be 
construed in a more limited fashion than is desired. More specifically, new claim 
9 calls for the shell to include gussets, whereas rewritten claim 2 calls for the 
shell to be formed of the gussets. Thus, it is believed that new claim 9 is slightly 
broader than rewritten claim 2. The remainder of the limitations of claims 1 and 2 
are provided in new claim 9, and it is therefore believed that claim 9 is allowable. 

Informal drawings were originally provided with this application. A set of 
new formal drawings are enclosed, and it is requested that they be entered in the 
application. 

For the reasons above, it is believed that this application is now in 
condition for allowance. Reconsideration of the rejections is respectfully 
requested. 


Respectfully submitted, 



George R. Nimmer 
Registration No. 21,004 
Attorney of Record 
PO Box 252 

Omaha, NE 68101-0252 
(402) 393-0151 
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